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will last, but it came and it will pass.
And people need to remember they’re
setting very, very dangerous prece-
dents.

It came and it will pass.

—————

SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, and under a previous
order of the House, the following Mem-
bers will be recognized for 5 minutes
each.

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. POE addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)

———

PROTECTING CHILDREN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FRANKS) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. Mr. Speak-
er, most of my adult life has been re-
lated to children’s issues. Before I
came to Congress, I had the privilege of
serving in the Arizona House of Rep-
resentatives as chairman of the Sub-
committee on Child Protection and
Family Preservation.

Later, I was director of the Arizona
Governor’s Office for Children, which
had oversight of all of the State’s pro-
grams for children in Arizona.

I was also chairman of both the Ari-
zona State Children’s Cabinet and the
Interagency Study Committee on Chil-
dren and AIDS.

And for another 4% years, Mr. Speak-
er, I had the privilege of being the ex-
ecutive director of the Arizona Family
Research Institute.

I later wrote the Arizona scholarship
tax credit legislation, a version of
which has now gone through five
States and serves to scholarship more
than 100,000 low-income children who
g0 to a school of their parents’ choice.

I also wrote Arizona’s child obscenity
and pornography bill, which became a
national precedent and protects chil-
dren from the insidious harm of both
adult and child pornography.

Mr. Speaker, the reason I say those
things is that there is one critical com-
ponent of protecting innocent children
I have learned over and over again; and
that is if you desire to protect chil-
dren, you must protect the family. Be-
cause either families, or government
bureaucrats, will ultimately make the
decisions about nearly all aspects of
our children’s lives.

The proposed SCHIP legislation funds
and empowers government bureauc-
racies and not families. It is a quin-
tessential example of a misguided and
overreaching program that is an enti-
tlement program and affixes itself to a
funding mechanism that is a declining
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revenue source. Not only does it place
this generation of children into a Hil-
lary-care, government-run health care
system, but it also places the burden of
cost on the next generation of children,
Mr. Speaker, and those many times
who will be forced to pay for it will be
those making less money than those
benefiting from the program.

Mr. Speaker, Americans care des-
perately about their children. And, un-
fortunately, in this SCHIP debate, lib-
eral Democrats are exploiting Amer-
ica’s love for children for temporary
political gain. The majority has cast
this entire debate in terms of Repub-
licans being against children and
Democrats being for them. For a Re-
publican like myself who has spent
their entire life dedicated to children’s
issues, it is an equation that I have to
reject in the strongest possible terms.
And it is especially difficult for me,
Mr. Speaker, in light of the fact that
the same party who says they advocate
for poor children leaves the very poor-
est children of all out of the equation.

It is the Democrat Party, Mr. Speak-
er, that has for decades fought for an
abortion-on-demand policy that has al-
lowed thousands of unborn children to
be killed in America every day.

At the beginning of this Congress,
newly elected Democrat Speaker
NANcY PELOSI said, ‘“We are here for
the children.” And she called the House
to order for ‘‘all of America’s chil-
dren.”

But she didn’t mean all of them, Mr.
Speaker. In fact, most Democrat Mem-
bers of this body, including Speaker
PELOSI, voted against, in the last Con-
gress, allowing unborn children to even
receive anesthetic when undergoing
abortion procedures so torturous that
they would be a felony if performed on
an animal.

Mr. Speaker, behind me this picture
is a little baby who deserves to be pro-
tected like every other child in this
country, and yet before the sun sets in
America today, 4,000 unborn children
will be killed through abortion on de-
mand, and, Mr. Speaker, their mothers
will never be the same.

The Democrat Speaker and the ma-
jority of this Congress have to some-
how understand that there are better
ways to help mothers than killing their
children for them. And they must also
realize that they can never have credi-
bility as advocates for children while
they still support an abortion-on-de-
mand policy that has killed nearly 50
million innocent children.

Mr. Speaker, it is time for Members
of this body to come together and to
truly do the right thing for all of
America’s children, even those yet un-
born.
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H.R. 3963, CHILDREN’S HEALTH IN-
SURANCE PROGRAM REAUTHOR-
IZATION ACT OF 2007: PART II
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a

previous order of the House, the gen-
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tleman from Maryland (Mr. CUMMINGS)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, for the
second time we have overwhelmingly
and on a bipartisan basis passed a bill
to provide health insurance for 10 mil-
lion American children by reauthor-
izing the State Children’s Health Insur-
ance Program.

This legislation presents another op-
portunity for President Bush to show
the American people that he values the
well-being of our Nation’s children.
After all, the President has often said
that he is a ‘‘compassionate conserv-
ative.”

Well, he failed the first time, and I
was hopeful that the House could over-
ride his ill-advised veto. But, unfortu-
nately, we came up 13 votes short.

So we are here again today passing a
revised bill that sufficiently addresses
the stated concerns of those who op-
posed the earlier bill. Those concerns
really amount to little more than
empty rhetoric.

Rather than complain, House leader-
ship compromised on phasing out
health care insurance for childless
adults from 2 years to 1 year. The bill
we passed today clarified that CHIP
will focus first on enrolling low-income
children by capping the enrollment
level at 300 percent of the poverty
level, or $62,000 for a family of four.

We also added language to clarify
that CHIP does not cover illegal immi-
grants by requiring States to obtain
further documentation of citizenship
that cannot be confirmed by the Social
Security Administration. And in addi-
tion to doing those things, creating
new options for States to develop and
expand premium assistance programs
designed to keep children and their
parents in an employer-sponsored plan,
the new bill contains a provision add-
ing premium assistance programs to
the list of things a State can do to re-
ceive bonuses. It will also now require
all States to develop plans and imple-
ment recommended best practices for
minimizing crowd-out.

Let me be clear, Mr. Speaker. None
of these fixes were necessary under the
original CHIP bill, which already con-
tained provisions addressing these very
issues. But these were concerns raised
by some Members and the President; so
we clarified the language for them.
There can now be no question as to
whether this bill should be supported.

In addition to addressing the con-
cerns that have been raised, it contains
several excellent provisions for our
children. It insures dental coverage and
mental health parity, including guar-
anteed dental benefits that I offered in
response to the death of Deamonte
Driver, a 12-year-old Maryland boy who
died when a tooth infection spread to
his brain.

It also provides $100 million in grants
for new outreach activities to States,
local governments, schools, commu-
nity-based organizations, safety-net
providers, and others. And it improves
a new quality child health initiative to
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develop and implement quality meas-
ures and improve State reporting of
quality data.

A recent national poll from CBS
News finds that 81 percent of the Amer-
ican people support this bipartisan leg-
islation, including large majorities of
Democrats, Independents, and Repub-
licans.

I have heard many of my colleagues
say that they wanted more time to re-
view the bill, but we have already de-
bated the issue more than was nec-
essary. We are acting expeditiously be-
cause the short-term fix CHIP expires
on November 16 and we cannot allow
the 6 million children who are cur-
rently enrolled in the program to lose
their coverage because we cannot make
up our minds.

When it comes to health of our chil-
dren, there is no time for uncertainty.
That is why I am glad that we were
able to pass the legislation a few min-
utes ago. And I strongly urge the Sen-
ate and President to follow suit with a
great sense of urgency. This urgency is
needed because there are 10 million
very good reasons why we should sup-
port this legislation. As I have often
said, our children are the living mes-
sages we send to a future we will never
see. I think we ought to be about the
business of urgently making sure that
we send children into the future who
are healthy.

————

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. JONES of North Carolina ad-
dressed the House. His remarks will ap-
pear hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

——————

CALLING FOR REDEPLOYMENT OF
OUR TROOPS OUT OF IRAQ

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, before
the invasion of Iraq, Secretary of De-
fense Donald Rumsfeld was interviewed
on television by George Stephan-
opoulos. Mr. Stephanopoulos asked
Secretary Rumsfeld what invading Iraq
would cost. Rumsfeld answered, ‘‘Under
$50 billion.”

Mr. Stephanopoulos then replied that
outside estimates say it would be up to
$300 billion, to which Rumsfeld replied,
‘“‘Baloney.”

Well, it may have been baloney to
Rumsfeld then, but he must eat his
words now because the cost of the oc-
cupation has climbed to over $400 bil-
lion so far. And it’s going to go up, up,
and up because our leaders in the
White House seem simply not to care
how much this occupation costs. It’s
like that old joke: We could say they
are spending like drunken sailors, but
we wouldn’t say that because that
would be an insult to the sailors.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

The nonpartisan Congressional Budg-
et Office estimated yesterday that the
occupation of Iraq could cost the tax-
payers $1.9 trillion by the year 2017. Of
that amount with over $500 billion
going to just pay off the interest on the
debt we’re piling up, it is going to cost
$5600 billion. That’s $500 billion that
would fly out of our treasury and land
in Japan and in China and the other
countries that are Ilending us the
money for the occupation. That is far
more than what the SCHIP bill would
cost us.

It is incredible to me and to most of
my colleagues on this side of the aisle
that the administration would rather
give our country’s money to foreign
governments and investors than invest
it in the health care of America’s poor
children. And it is incredible to me
that my colleagues on the other side of
the aisle, who lecture us daily about
fiscal constraints, did not make a peep
about this fiscal catastrophe.

The next question is, what are we
getting for this money? The answer is,
we are getting a slap in the face from
the Iraqi leadership.

Thomas Friedman, the New York
Times columnist who has won three
Pulitzer Prizes, reported yesterday
that the Iraqi leaders who are supposed
to be working on the political rec-
onciliation needed to end the conflict
have been more asleep at the switch
than ever. Mr. Friedman writes:
“Study the travel itineraries of Iraq’s
principal factional leaders. Did they all
rush to Baghdad to try to work out
their differences” after General
Petraeus testified before the Congress?
“No. Many of them took off for abroad.
As one U.S. official in Baghdad pointed
out to me,” and this is Mr. Friedman
speaking, ‘“‘at no point since the testi-
mony by General Petraeus ... have
you had the four key Iraqi leaders in
the same country at the same time.
They saw the hearings as buying them
more time, and so they took it.”

With American troops and innocent
civilians continuing to die in Iraq, you
would think our leaders in the White
House would be on the phone ten times
a day with the Iraqi leaders demanding
that they get out of their La-Z-Boy
recliners and get to work. But the
White House shows no desire to knock
heads together. What does the White
House do instead? It sends us a request
for another $46 billion for this occupa-
tion.

We must tell the White House,
“Sorry, we’ve run out of blank
checks.” Then we must use our power
of the purse to defund the occupation.
Instead, we must fully fund the safe,
orderly, and responsible redeployment
of our troops out of Iraq, and that in-
cludes the withdrawal of all military
contractors, including those trigger-
happy Blackwater boys who have given
our country a black eye.

Mr. Speaker, from now on every time
the administration tells us it needs
more money for its senseless occupa-
tion of Iraq, we have the perfect one-
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word answer, and that word is ‘‘balo-
ney.”

0O 1745

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. BURTON of Indiana addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WATERS) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. WATERS addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Kentucky (Mr. DAVIS) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

——

EARLY EDUCATION WORKFORCE
ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Hawaii (Ms. HIRONO) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. HIRONO. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to introduce the Early Education
Workforce Act.

Our youngest children are our most
precious resources. Research shows
that a child surrounded by a safe, stim-
ulating and caring environment will
literally develop a stronger brain. That
child enters kindergarten ready to suc-
ceed and is more likely to graduate
from high school, hold a steady job,
and avoid prison.

Early education not only benefits the
child and the adult he or she will be-
come; it also helps to ensure that
America has the educated workforce
we will need to address challenges as a
Nation in the future.

I believe in research-based policy. If
we don’t know something is going to
work, I hesitate to invest Federal dol-
lars. Unfortunately, in many cases re-
search is ambiguous at best, but high-
quality early education is a great ex-
ception.

We know it works. The research con-
tinues to mount as experts from all
fields, economists, neurologists, police
officers and teachers, come to a con-
sensus that it pays to invest early in
our children.

Our States are making great progress
in ensuring that every family has the
option of sending their children to
high-quality child care and preschool.
However, in Hawaii and around the
country, we are facing a major road-
block. We simply do not have a stable,
adequate supply of qualified early edu-
cation childhood professionals. If we
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